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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 

All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included 
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiative 
of the Office or upon petition by the applicant. See 37 CFR 1.313 and MPEP 1 308. 

1 . K| This communication is responsive to Applicant's filing of 07/26/2010 . 

2. The allowed claim(s) is/are 2-9,11-18,20-27,29-35,37-44,46-53,55-62,64-71,73-80 and 82-89 . 

3. ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a) ^All b)DSome* c) □ None of the: 

1. ^ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. O Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the 

International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* Certified copies not received: . 

Applicant has THREE MONTHS FROM THE "MAILING DATE" of this communication to file a reply complying with the requirements 
noted below. Failure to timely comply will result in ABANDONMENT of this application. 
THIS THREE-MONTH PERIOD IS NOT EXTENDABLE. 

4. □ A SUBSTITUTE OATH OR DECLARATION must be submitted. Note the attached EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT or NOTICE OF 

INFORMAL PATENT APPLICATION (PTO-152) which gives reason(s) why the oath or declaration is deficient. 

5. □ CORRECTED DRAWINGS ( as "replacement sheets") must be submitted. 

(a) □ including changes required by the Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review ( PTO-948) attached 

1) □ hereto or 2) □ to Paper No./Mail Date . 

(b) □ including changes required by the attached Examiner's Amendment / Comment or in the Office action of 

Paper No./Mail Date . 

Identifying indicia such as the application number (see 37 CFR 1.84(c)) should be written on the drawings in the front (not the back) of 
each sheet. Replacement sheet(s) should be labeled as such in the header according to 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

6. □ DEPOSIT OF and/or INFORMATION about the deposit of BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL must be submitted. Note the 

attached Examiner's comment regarding REQUIREMENT FOR THE DEPOSIT OF BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL. 
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Paper No./Mail Date . 
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8. £3 Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 2-9, 11-18, 20-27, 29-35, 37-44, 46-53, 55-62, 64-71, 73-80, and 82-89 
are pending and have been examined. 

The claims are deemed statutory because they are claimed to be practiced on a 
computer. 

Reasons for Allowance 

Independent claims 2-9, 11-18, 20-27, 29-35, 37-44, 46-53, 55-62, 64-71, 73-80, 
and 82-89 are allowed. 

The following is an Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: Claims 2-9, 
11-18, 20-27, 29-35, 37-44, 46-53, 55-62, 64-71, 73-80, and 82-89 are considered 
allowable since when reading the claims in light of the specification, as per MPEP 
§21 1 1 .01 , none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 2. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "indexing" of the media information occurs after the claimed 
"feedback" step. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 3. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "inventory control" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 4. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "pricing strategy" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 5. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "return on revenue" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 6. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "markdown" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 7. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "stocking" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 8. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 


Application/Control Number: 09/887,188 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2129 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "assortment strategy" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 9. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "adjusting an example" step is a simulation based on the un- 
simulated "student's progress" data toward the store goal. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 1 1 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 
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d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "advertising information" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 12. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
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presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "inventory control" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 13. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
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state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "pricing strategy" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 14. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
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between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "return on revenue" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 15. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
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e) the claimed "markdown" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 16. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "stocking" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 17. 
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Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that receives an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some "retail 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "assortment strategy" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 18. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "retail information" (note that there is no step of 
presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "adjusting an example" step is a simulation based on the un- 
simulated "student's progress" data toward the store goal. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 20. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "linking information" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 21 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "electronic mail" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 22. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the inclusion of claimed simulated data with the prior claimed measured 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 23. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "time-synchronized multimedia" data shows no indication of 
being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 24. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video conference" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 25. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "emanatpons] from the Internet" data shows no indication of 
being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 26. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "telephony information" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 27. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "chat room information" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 29. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video information" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 30. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "electronic mail" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 31 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "time synchronized multimedia information" data shows no 
indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 32. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video conference" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 33. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "emanation from the Internet" data shows no indication of 
being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 34. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "telephone" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 35. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "chat room" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 37. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive an indicium representative 
of a store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the evaluation of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "indexing" of the media information occurs after the claimed 
"feedback" step. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 38. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "synchronized media data" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 39. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 


Application/Control Number: 09/887,188 Page 35 

Art Unit: 2129 

dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "telephone" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 40. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 41 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "audio" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 42. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "dialog" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 43. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "Internet" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 44. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that present (without receiving) an 
indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the computer 
executable instructions some "information" to motivate accomplishment of the 
goal (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "text" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 46. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "indexing" of the media information occurs after the claimed 
"feedback" step. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 47. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "synchronized media" data shows no indication of being 
simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 48. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "telephone" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 49. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 
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a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 50. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 

store goal; 
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b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "audio" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 51 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "dialog" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 52. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 
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d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "Internet" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 53. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"retail information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
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presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "text" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 55. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
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that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "linking" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 56. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
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Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 57. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed sorting of "objects" shows no indication of being simulated. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 58. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 59. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 
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b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed sorted "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 60. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 


Application/Control Number: 09/887,188 Page 53 

Art Unit: 2129 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 61 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 
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d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 62. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) presenting (without receiving) an indicium representative of a store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating some "information" (note 
that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
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is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "achievement" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 64. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 


Application/Control Number: 09/887,188 Page 56 

Art Unit: 2129 

state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "link" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 65. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
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between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 66. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
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e) the claimed sorted "object" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 67. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
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Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 68. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed sorted "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 
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Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 69. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some 
"information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 70. 
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Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some " 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 71 . 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that presents (without receiving) an indicium representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after presenting the claimed indicium, integrating into the "logic" some " 
information" (note that there is no step of presenting this data claimed); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "achievement" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 73. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "linking" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 74. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 
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a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "explanation" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 75. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 
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a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "explanation" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 76. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 
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a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video clip" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 77. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 

store goal; 
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b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed sorted "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 78. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 

store goal; 
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b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 79. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 
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c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 80. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) computer executable instructions that receive indicia representative of a 
store goal; 

b) after receiving the claimed indicia, integrating into the non-simulated 
presentation some "examples" (i.e., simulated data); 

c) the monitoring of the student toward the store goal (note that there is no 
indication that this claimed "store goal" is a simulated store goal); 
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d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal ... wherein "inventory control" is integrated into the 
presentation (note again that there is no indication that this claimed "store goal" 
is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a dashboard of 
state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. Note further 
that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the difference 
between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it wouldn't be 
"feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "context" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 82. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
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dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 

Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 

difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 

wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "link" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 83. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
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e) the claimed "explanation" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 84. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 85. 

Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
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dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "video clip" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 86. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 

presentation of non-simulated data; 
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b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed sorted "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated 
data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 87. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 
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d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 

discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 88. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
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Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 

difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 

wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "feedback" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 

Further, none of the references of record, whether taken alone or in combination, 
discloses or suggests the combination of limitations specified in independent claim 89. 
Specifically, the closest prior art is: Bloom et al., (U.S. Patent Number 5,597,312 A; 
dated 28 JAN 1997; class 434; subclass 362), which discloses most of the claimed 
limitations, but fails to disclose the following combination: 

a) "logic" that "integrates examples" (i.e., simulated data) into the 
presentation of non-simulated data; 

b) after integrating into the "logic" some "examples," monitoring the student 
toward the store goal (note that there is no indication that this claimed "store 
goal" is a simulated store goal); 

d) the provision of store goal "feedback" assisting the student in 
accomplishing the goal (note again that there is no indication that this claimed 
"store goal" is a simulated store goal. Therefore, the claimed "presentation" is a 
dashboard of state information of an actual store as the student trains on the job. 
Note further that the claimed "feedback" must include a measurement of the 
difference between the actual store state and the store goal... otherwise it 
wouldn't be "feedback" in the common sense of the word); 

e) the claimed "context" data shows no indication of being simulated data. 
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Only to the extent that these features (specifically as defined above) are not 
found in the prior art of record is the present case allowable over the prior art. 

Note also that the claimed invention trains the student on a non-simulated store. 
Therefore, actual inventories are manipulated during the training process 
Conclusion 

Any comments considered necessary by Applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Wilbert L. Starks, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3691 . 

Alternatively, inquiries may be directed to the following: 
S. P. E. Donald A. Sparks (571) 272-4201 
Official (FAX) (571 ) 273-8300 

/Wilbert L. Starks, Jr./ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2129 
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